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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,3-9, and 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Yajima, U.S. Patent 6,681,372. 

As per claim 1 , it is disclosed by Yajima of a method for creating a notarized 
document from a document, Image data of the document is acquired and generating a 
document data file based on the image data. The document data file comprising an 
exemplar table that identifies position of an occurrence of an exemplar and a block 
table, determining connected components. The connected components are grouped 
into exemplars and creating the exemplar table based on the exemplars. The block 
table is grouped based on the exemplars and appending the document data file to the 
document (col. 2, lines 9-20 & 37-56; col. 3, lines 13-22; and col. 11, lines 50-57). 

As per claim 3, Yajima teaches of identifying location information of at least one 
occurrence of an exemplar for each of the exemplars and storing the location 
information in the exemplar table (col. 1 1 , lines 50-57). 
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As per claim 4, Yajima discloses of identifying a location of at least one 
occurrence of an exemplar for each of the exemplars and determining a dimension of 
the at least one occurrence of the exemplar from the identifying step. The location and 
the dimension of the at least one occurrence of the exemplar are stored in the exemplar 
table (col. 10, lines 50-61). 

As per claim 5, it is taught by Yajima of determining a block of the connected 
components, identifying the position of an occurrence of one of the exemplars within the 
block, and storing the position in the block table (col. 10, lines 50-61). 

As per claim 6, Yajima teaches of generating a fiducial point for each of the 
exemplars; generating a fine tuning positioning command for at least one of the 
exemplars. The fiducial points are stored in the exemplar table; storing the fine tuning 
positioning command in the block table and combining and compressing the exemplar 
table and the block table (col. 10, lines 50-61 and col. 25, lines 6-20). 

As per claim 7, Yajima discloses of determining a block of the connected 
components and creating an exemplar histogram for each of the exemplars. A block 
histogram is created for the block, defining a baseline for the block, determining a 
baseline crossing for each of the exemplars in the block, and adding the baseline 
crossing for each of the exemplars to the respective exemplar histograms. The median 
of the baseline crossing values contained in each of the exemplar histograms are 
determined and designating the median of the baseline crossing values for each of the 
exemplar histograms as the fiducial point for the respective exemplar (col. 10, lines 50- 
61 and col. 25, lines 6-20). 
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As per claim 8, it is taught by Yajima of determining a block of the connected 
components and creating an actual position table that stores actual positions of the 
connected components on the document. Wherein generating fine tuning positioning 
commands comprises selecting at least one connected component of the connected 
components in the block and determining the position of the at least one connected 
component. The position of the at least one connected component is compared to a 
position of the corresponding connected component in the actual position table to 
determine if there is a difference and if there is a difference, adding position tuning 
commands to the block table for the exemplar that corresponds to the selected 
connected component to correct for the difference (col. 10, lines 50-61 and col. 25, lines 
6-20). 

As per claim 9, Yajima discloses of an apparatus that creates it notarized 
document from a document. It is taught of a controller, a memory that stores image 
data of the document, and connected components determining circuit that determines 
connected components based on the image data. A connected components grouping 
circuit that groups the connected components into a plurality of groups and generates 
an exemplar for each of the groups. An exemplar table generation circuit that generates 
an exemplar table by identifying positions of an occurrence for each of the exemplars. 
A block table generation circuit that generates a block table by identifying blocks of the 
connected components and determining the position of each occurrence for each of the 
exemplars in each of the blocks. A fiducial point generation circuit that generates a 
fiducial point for each of the exemplars and adds the fiducial point for each of the 
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exemplars to the exemplar table. A data appending circuit that appends the exemplar 
table and the block table to the document, wherein the controller operates the 
connected components determining circuit, the connected components grouping circuit, 
the exemplar table generation circuit, the block table generation circuit, the fiducial point 
generation circuit and the data appending circuit (col. 2, lines 9-20 & 37-56; col. 3, lines 
13-22; col. 10, lines 50-61; col. 11, lines 50-57; col. 25, lines 6-20; and as shown in 
Figure 45). 

As per claim 1 1 , Yajima teaches of a position tuning circuit that adds positioning 
commands to the block table for each of the blocks based on a comparison of a 
placement of each of the connected components derived from the block table and the 
exemplar table to positions of the connected components (col. 10, lines 50-61 and col. 
25, lines 6-20). 

As per claim 12, Yajima discloses that the fiducial point generation circuit 
generates fiducial points for each of the exemplars and creating an exemplar histogram 
for each of the exemplars. A block histogram is created for the block, defining a 
baseline for the block, determining a baseline crossing for each of the exemplars in the 
block, and adding the baseline crossing for each of the exemplars to the respective 
exemplar histograms. The median of the baseline crossing values contained in each of 
the exemplar histograms are determined and designating the median of the baseline 
crossing values for each of the exemplar histograms as the fiducial point for the 
respective exemplar (col. 10, lines 50-61 and col. 25, lines 6-20). 
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As per claim 13, it is taught by Yajima that an image data source provides image 
data to memory (col. 5, lines 48-56). 

As per claim 14, Yajima discloses that an input device provides commands to the 
controller (col. 5, lines 48-56). 

As per claim 15, it is disclosed by Yajima that a printer prints the notarized 
document (col. 5, lines 48-56). 

As per claim 1 6, Yajima teaches of a display that displays the notarized 
document (col. 5, lines 7-10). 

As per claim 1 7, it is taught by Yajima of a an apparatus that verifies tie 
authenticity of a notarized document comprising a controller and a memory that stores 
image data of the notarized document that includes a document data file. A data 
reading circuit that reads the document data file and outputs to the memory an 
exemplar table and a block table of the document data. A decompression circuit that 
constructs a verifying document image using the exemplar table and the block table. A 
comparing circuit that compares the verifying document image to the image data of the 
notarized document and determines that the notarized document is not genuine if there 
are discrepancies between the verifying document image and the image data of the 
notarized document (col. 2, lines 9-20 & 37-56; col. 3, lines 13-22; col. 10, lines 50-61; 
col. 1 1 , lines 50-57; col. 25, lines 6-20; and as shown in Figure 45). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2,10, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yajima, U.S. Patent 6,681,372 in view of Bisbee et al, U.S. Patent 5,615,268. 

The teachings of Yajima fail to disclose of a digital signature that is used to verify 
the document file. It is disclosed by Bisbee et al that a digital signature is created for a 
document file (col. 3, lines 1-8). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to apply a digital signature 
to a document file for authenticity purposes. The teachings of Bisbee et al disclose of 
motivation for the use of digital signatures by reciting that comparison of the digital 
signature determines if the integrity of a document has been maintained (col. 3, lines 1- 
8). It is obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the at that the teachings of Yajima would 
have found the teachings of Bisbee et al beneficial since the integrity of a document file 
can be maintained through use of a digital signature. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher A. Revak whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3794. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 6:30am-4:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Christopher Revak 




